Atayal, a Formosan language, has long been regarded as an ergative language (Huang 1994; Starosta 1999) 
syntax, (ii) placement of Atayal on the ergativity continuum if it is not purely ergative, and (iii) further implications and alignment of the language fact with current ergative research.
Indeed, Atayal patterns with other ergative languages in some aspects: the ergative DP can bind an anaphor in the absolutive position or in the oblique position (1a & 1b); the A can be the imperative addressee (2); the A appears with the same case marker as the possessor (3a vs. 3b); the absolutive DP is the only element that can be A-bar extracted (4a vs. 4b); the O is demoted and can be omitted in an antipassive (5); the O in an antipassive cannot take wide scope with respect to the external argument (6); the absolutive DP in an antipassive is relatively free in positioning (7).
(1) a. [Savalaiq-un Despite the aforementioned ergativity, Atayal exhibits many syntactic behaviors that would raise a problem for an ergative analysis. First, the object absolutive need not be the pivot in coordination (8). Moreover, the direct object in an antipassive can be definite (9), as in (2). Third, the O has a syntactic status that is unlike obliques: in (10a), either structural Case is available in an antipassive for a small clause subject, or the O can control a depictive secondary predicate; in (10b), the O can control PRO of the embedded predicate. Fourth, an ergative PRO of the lower predicate cannot be controlled (11). Finally, the absolutive quantified DP seems to occupy an A'-position and can bind a pronoun in the ergative DP without inducing weak crossover effect commonly observed in ergative languages (12). In sum, by examining Atayal's ergativity and comparing it with that in other LSA (2012) Annual Meeting of Linguistic Society of America languages, this paper supports Paul & Travis's (2006) claims that ergativity and accusativity vary not only across typologically diverse languages but also across constructions within a particular language, and that the ergativity-macroparameter questionable since it's difficult to link ergativity to certain properties in a natural class of languages or constructions.
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